x i =''. 5. Page 7, Lemma 3.7 is not true (is removed) and X P (M) is not a subhypermodule of M. Hence, we define the set X P (M) accompany with X P (M) and consider some hypotheses as follows:
, and {0} = h(r, −r, 0 (m−2) ), for all x, m ∈ M and r, A ⊆ R.
Proof. The ''if'' part of the proof of Theorem 3.8 in [1] .
Proof. The ''converse'' part of the proof of Theorem 3.8 in [1] with the following minor changes:
7. In the statement of Corollary 3.9, Corollary 3.10, Theorem 3.16 and Corollary 3.19 in [1] , we have to add the hypothesis ''X
8. In the proof of Corollary 3.9 in [1] (i) lines 4 and 5 replaced by ''Then, for q ∈ P we have h(1 R , −q, 0 (m−2) ) ⊆ I α , and so
(iii) lines 16 and 17 replaced by ''By the proof of Theorem 3.7 (in corrigendum), it follows that
) is a multiplication (m, n)-hypermodule by Theorem 3.8 (in corrigendum). 9. In proof of Corollary 3.10 in [1] 
10. In proof of Theorem 3.11 in [1] ,
) and so 1 R ∈ P which is a contradiction.''
(ii) page 12, line 15-20 replaced by '' {0} = g(1
Since M is faithful, we have 0 ∈ h(a τ , −a λ ,
11. In the statement of Theorem 3.15 in [1] , R is a Krasner (m, n)-hyperrings and I is a normal hyperideal, and also the following minor changes are applied in the proof:
(iii) Page 14, line 1-5 replaced by ''Hence, since (R, h) is canonical and L is a hyperideal, then
12. Line 2-4 in the proof of Lemma 3.14 in [1] replaced by ''by [2] , we have
13. In the proof of Theorem 3.16 in [1] (i) ''0 ∈ g(r, 1
(m−2) ) ⊆ I ⊆ P, and so 1 R ∈ P which is a contradiction.'' replaced by ''Since
(m−2) ) ⊆ P, which is a contradiction.'' (iii) ''vector space over (m, n)-field'' changed to ''(m, n)-hypervector space over (m, n)-hyperfield''. 14. In the proof of Lemma 4.4 in [1] (i) ''s ∈ R'' and ''p ∈ P'' changed to ''S ⊆ R'' and ''P 1 ⊆ P''.
(ii) ''and so k(a, s, 1 (n−2) R ) = p. Hence'' changed to ''and so k(a, s, 1 (n−2) R ) ∈ P 1 ⊆ P for some s ∈ S. Hence''.
